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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This action is in response to communications filed January 13, 2009. 



Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments filed January 13, 2009 have been fully considered but 
they are not persuasive. 

With regards to the rejections of claims 1-8, 1 1-21 , and 24-26, more specifically 
with regards to the rejection of claim 1 , applicant argues (in summary) on pages 5 and 6 
of the remarks that: "there is no teaching or suggestion in Spinks of a registration/query 
processor"; and, while Trossen describes a mobile terminal 18 registers with a proxy 14 
on a company network and also sends a QUERY message to the proxy 14, "there is no 
teaching or suggestion however, that the same element within the mobile terminal both 
registers the device with the proxy and queries the proxy." Applicant further argues 
against the rejection of claim 1 on page 8 of the remarks. These arguments, however, 
appear to have been inadvertently entered, as they address previous amendments 
made to claims. Thus, the examiner will not address these remarks in this action. 

With regards to the rejections of claims 1-8, 1 1-21 , and 24-26, more specifically 
with regards to the rejection of claim 14, applicant argues (in summary) on pages 6-8 of 
the remarks that: "there is no teaching or suggestion anywhere in Spinks that the 
inventory module 166 queries the administration computer 84 for any type of 
information." "Accordingly, the present finding that Spinks teaches or suggests 'a query 
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processor adapted to request information regarding the first network from a directory 
server' is incorrect." 

The examiner respectfully disagrees with applicant's assertions. 

3. With regards to applicant's remarks for claim 1 , examiner submits the 
teachings of Spinks do suggest a registration/query processor. More specifically, 
Spinks discloses a processor (12) that utilizes both a module (i.e. 162) for registering a 
network device (i.e. 74) on a directory server (i.e. 84), and a module (i.e. 1 64, 1 66) for 
querying network infrastructure devices (i.e. 76) and local network devices (i.e. 90), (see 
Spinks, pg. 5, par. 0068, pg. 6, par.'s 0080, 0081 , also see Fig.'s 2 and 7). Thus, 
regardless of whether Trossen suggests the same element within the mobile terminal 
both registers the device with the proxy and queries the proxy, applicant's claimed 
processor recited in claim 1 fails to distinguish from the processor disclosed by Spinks. 

4. With regards to applicant's remarks for claim 14, examiner never indicated 
that the inventory module 166 queries the administration computer 84. As indicated 
above, and in the previous action, examiner submitted that the inventory module 166 
queries network devices (i.e. 90) local to the network device (i.e. 74). Examiner further 
indicated in the previous action that the teachings of Trossen instead disclose a query 
processor (i.e. 30) adapted to request information regarding a first network from a 
directory server (i.e. 14), (see Trossen, pg. 3, par.'s 0028, 0029, also see Fig. 2). 
Examiner thus maintains the teachings of Spinks modified with the teachings of Trossen 
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disclose applicant's claimed feature recited in claim 14. Examiner further maintains it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify the teachings of 
Spinks with Trossen since, as was known in the art, this would have advantageously 
allowed for service discovery on the first network by the registration/query processor, 
(see Trossen, pg. 1 , par. [0007]). 

5. Accordingly the references supplied by the examiner in the previous office 
action covers the claimed limitations. The rejections are thus sustained. Applicant is 
requested to review the prior art of record for further consideration. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

7. Claims 1-3, 5-8, 11-16, 18-21, 24-26, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Spinks et al. (hereinafter Spinks), U.S. Patent Pub. No. 
2001/0029534, in view of Trossen, U.S. Patent Pub. No. 2004/0003058 (see IDS), and 
further in view of Hall et al. (hereinafter Hall), U.S. Patent Pub. No. 2002/0133555. 
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8. In considering claim 1 , Spinks discloses a network device (i.e. 74) coupled to 
a first network (30), (see Fig. 2), the network device comprising: information (100) 
identifying the network device on the first network, (pg. 5, par. [0068]); and a registration 
and query processor (i.e. 12) for providing the identifying information to a directory 
server (84) to register the network device on said directory server, (pg. 5, par. [0068], 
pg. 6, par.'s [0080], [0081], also see Fig.'s 2 and 7). 

Spinks further discloses the directory server may provide directory services as 
were well known in the art at the time of the present invention, (pg. 4, par.'s [0057], 
[0058], also see pg. 5, par. [0068]). 

Although Spinks discloses substantial features of applicant's claimed invention, 
Spinks fails to expressly disclose: the registration and query processor transmitting 
query messages regarding the first network to said directory server. 

Nevertheless, a processor transmitting query messages regarding a first network 
to a directory server was well known in the art at the time of the present invention. In 
analogous teachings, Trossen exemplifies this where Trossen teaches a processor (i.e. 
30) transmitting query messages regarding a first network (i.e. company network) to a 
directory server (14), (pg. 3, par.'s [0028], [0029], also see Fig. 2). 

Thus, given the teachings of Trossen, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art to modify the teachings of Spinks to expressly disclose the 
registration and query processor transmitting query messages regarding the first 
network to said directory server. As was known in the art, this would have 
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advantageously allowed for service discovery on the first network by the registration and 
query processor, (Trossen, pg. 1, par. [0007]). 

Although Spinks discloses substantial features of applicant's claimed invention, 
Spinks further fails to expressly disclose: wherein the network device is located inside a 
firewall, and the directory server is coupled to a third network and is located outside the 
firewall. 

Nevertheless, a network device being located inside a firewall, and a directory 
server being coupled to a third network located outside the firewall, were well known 
features in the art at the time of the present invention. In analogous teachings, Hall 
exemplifies this where Hall teaches a network device (i.e. company device) being 
located inside a firewall, (pg. 3, par. [0031]); and, a directory server (108) coupled to a 
third network (i.e. a network external to the company network) located outside the 
firewall, (pg. 3, par. [0028]). 

Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify the 
teachings of Spinks to expressly disclose the network device is located inside a firewall, 
and the directory server is coupled to a third network and is located outside the firewall. 
As was known in the art this would have advantageously protected the network device 
by limiting access to the network device (Hall, pg. 3, par. [0031]), while further allowing 
for the directory server to be accessed publicly by other network devices outside the 
network of the network device without compromising the security of the network device, 
(Hall, pg. 3, par. [0028]). 
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9. In considering claims 2 and 15, Spinks discloses the network device 
comprises one of a computer, personal digital assistant, pager, cellular telephone, 
handheld messaging device, facsimile machine, copier, printer, telephone, security 
camera, household appliance, vending machine, kiosk, or digital camera, (pg. 4, par.'s 
[0059], [0061]). 

10. In considering claims 3 and 16, Spinks discloses the network device 
comprises a network printer (92) coupled to the first network and the directory server, 
(pg. 4, par. [0061], pg. 5, par. [0068], also see Fig. 2). 

Although Spinks discloses substantial features of applicant's claimed invention, 
Spinks fails to expressly disclose: the network device comprises one of an inkjet printer, 
laser printer, wide format printer, or dot matrix printer. 

Nevertheless, it was well known in the art that a network printer could comprise 
an inkjet printer, laser printer, wide format printer, or dot matrix printer. 

Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify the 
teachings of Spinks to expressly disclose the network device comprises one of an inkjet 
printer, laser printer, wide format printer, or dot matrix printer. As was known in the art, 
a printer such as a laser printer for example, would provide fast, high quality print outs 
for a user of the printer. Using such a printer in the teachings of Spinks would have 
allowed for the specific type of printer to register identifying information on the directory 
server so the printer may be found, in case the physical location of the printer changes 
for example, (Spinks, pg. 2, par.'s [0016]- [0018]). 
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1 1 . In considering claims 5 and 18, Spinks discloses the network device further 
comprises a network connection (26, 28) for coupling to the first network, (pg. 3, par. 
[0047]). 

12. In considering claims 6 and 19, Spinks discloses "any network 30, 50 may be 
part of, and connect to the Internet 64", (pg. 4, par. [0058]), and "a system 70 may be 
installed at a network site 72, which may be an office or building belonging to an 
organization or the like", (pg. 4, par. [0059]). 

Although Spinks discloses substantial features of applicant's claimed invention, 
Spinks fails to expressly disclose: the first network comprises a local area network. 

Nevertheless, local area networks were well known in the art at the time of the 
present invention for connecting personal computers, printers and other devices inside 
buildings or on campuses for example. 

Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify the 
teachings of Spinks to expressly disclose the first network comprises a local area 
network. As was known in the art, this would have advantageously provided a network 
that was personal and/or specifically used for a company or organization. Using such a 
network in the teachings of Spinks would have provided a device registration process 
that would allow for a device in a local area network to be found, in case the physical 
location of the device changes for example, (Spinks, pg. 2, par.'s [0016]- [0018]). 
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13. In considering claims 7 and 20, Spinks discloses the first network comprises a 
plurality of interconnected networks (30, 50), (pg. 4, par. [0060]). 

14. In considering claims 8 and 21 , Spinks discloses the first network is coupled 
to a second network (64) that comprises any of a wide area network, global network, 
public network, or the Internet, (pg. 4, par. [0058]). 

15. In considering claims 11 and 24, Spinks discloses the identifying information 
comprises an address, (pg. 6, par. [0084]). 

16. In considering claim 12, Spinks discloses the identifying information 
comprises an address of the network device on the first network, (pg. 6, par. [0084]). 

17. In considering claims 13 and 26, Spinks discloses the first network is coupled 
to a second network (50) (pg. 4, par. [0060]), and the identifying information comprises 
an address of the first network on the second network, (pg. 6, par. [0084]). 

18. In considering claim 14, Spinks discloses a network device (i.e. 74) coupled 
to a first network (30), (see Fig. 2), the network device comprising: information (100) 
identifying the network device on the first network, (pg. 5, par. [0068]); and a query 
processor (i1 66) adapted to request information regarding the first network from devices 
local to the network device, (pg. 6, par. [0081]). 
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Spinks further discloses a directory server (54) providing directory services as 
were well known in the art at the time of the present invention, (pg. 4, par.'s [0057], 
[0058], also see pg. 5, par. [0068]). 

Although Spinks discloses substantial features of applicant's claimed invention, 
Spinks fails to expressly disclose: the query processor requesting the information 
regarding the first network from a directory server. 

Nevertheless, a query processor requesting information regarding a first network 
from a directory server was well known in the art at the time of the present invention. In 
analogous teachings, Trossen exemplifies this where Trossen teaches a query 
processor (i.e. 30) transmitting query messages regarding a first network (i.e. company 
network) to a directory server (14), (pg. 3, par.'s [0028], [0029], also see Fig. 2). 

Thus, given the teachings of Trossen, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art to modify the teachings of Spinks to expressly disclose the query 
processor requesting the information regarding the first network from a directory server. 
As was known in the art, this would have advantageously allowed for service discovery 
on the first network by the registration/query processor, (Trossen, pg. 1 , par. [0007]). 

Although Spinks discloses substantial features of applicant's claimed invention, 
Spinks fails to expressly disclose: wherein the network device is located inside a 
firewall, and the directory server is coupled to a third network and is located outside the 
firewall. 

Nevertheless, a network device being located inside a firewall, and a directory 
server being coupled to a third network located outside the firewall, were well known 
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features in the art at the time of the present invention. In analogous teachings, Hall 
exemplifies this where Hall teaches a network device (i.e. company device) being 
located inside a firewall, (pg. 3, par. [0031]); and, a directory server (108) coupled to a 
third network (i.e. a network external to the company network) located outside the 
firewall, (pg. 3, par. [0028]). 

Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify the 
teachings of Spinks to expressly disclose the network device is located inside a firewall, 
and the directory server is coupled to a third network and is located outside the firewall. 
As was known in the art this would have advantageously protected the network device 
by limiting access to the network device (Hall, pg. 3, par. [0031]), while further allowing 
for the directory server to be accessed publicly by other network devices outside the 
network of the network device, without compromising the security of the network device, 
(Hall, pg. 3, par. [0028]). 

19. In considering claim 25, Spinks discloses the information comprises an 
address of a second network device on the first network, (pg. 6, par.'s [0081], [0084]). 

20. Claims 4, 17, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Spinks in view of Trossen, in view of Hall and further in view of Tamura, U.S. Patent 
Pub. No. 2004/0133678. 
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21. In considering claims 4 and 17, although Spinks discloses substantial 
features of applicant's claimed invention, Spinks fails to expressly disclose: the network 
device comprises an Internet protocol telephone. 

Nevertheless, Internet protocol telephones were well known in the art at the time 
of the present invention. In analogous teachings, Tamura exemplifies this where in a 
description of the prior art Tamura indicates networking trends have expanded to 
Internet protocol telephones among other devices, (pg. 1, par. [0005]). 

Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify the 
teachings of Spinks to expressly disclose the network device comprises an Internet 
protocol telephone. This would have advantageously allowed for networking with more 
devices including the Internet protocol telephone, (Tamura, pg. 1, par. [0005]). This 
also would have allowed for finding the Internet protocol telephone, in case the physical 
location of the Internet protocol telephone changes for example, (Spinks, pg. 2, par.'s 
[0016]- [0018]). 
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Conclusion 

22. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of 
time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .1 36(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

23. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to HASSAN PHILLIPS whose telephone number is 
(571)272-3940. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri (8am-5pm). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Follansbee can be reached on 571-272-3964. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/Hassan Phillips/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 2451 



